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SPEECH OUTLINE 



tp American people to 'answer their que stions : 

-- How and why did America get involved in Vietnam? 

-- How has .this Administration changed- the policy of the previous 
one ? 

-- What has really happened in the negotiations in Paris and on 
the. battlefield? 

-- What choices do we have if we are to end the war? 

-- What are the prospects for peace? 



II. January -- Situation and decision against immediate withdrawal 


v. * -K'-jj. y ' 

A. description of situation on January 20: four, years of war; 

3 £“, 000 American dead; 540,. 00.0 in Vietnam;, end no plans for 
w ithdrawal; no negotiations-progress .or. comprehensive U. S. 
peace proposal; > division at home and criticism abroad. .. 


» ■ * •. % 


B. On assuming office, could have withdrawn U. S. forces, blaming 
war on predecessor-" But, while thi s wo uld have beqn a politi- 
ccally popular and easy course, there was an obligation to think 

of its effect -on the future , . . .Vlhegreat question at issue is: not. 
whether Johnson's war foe©Qt**Wi Nixon's war. The question is 
how we can win America's peace. " 

C. Hew U. S. became involved: ' 
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-- NVN campaign against South with USSR and GPR logistic 
help; > - .. 
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--Response by Presidents Eisenhower, Kennedy and Johnson. 
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EX Gould only conclude that precipitate withdrawal would be 
disaster for SVN, for the U.S. , and for the cause of peace: 

-- For SVN: terror 




-- For,. U. S. : repudiation of three Presidents' word. 


— For cause of peace: U. S. defeat would promote reckless- 
ness in Councils of grefc^w^e-fetain goals of world conquest, 
and spark violence in areas -of U.S. commitment -- Middle East, 
Berlin, eventually the Western Hemisphere. 

Therefore, rejected immediate withdrawal. 
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III. Changed U, S. policies 1 on 1 negotiating front and battlefront: 

A. Negotiations -- public efforts n 

™ ■ " . 


1. 


New proposals in public statements -- complete withdrawal 
of all outside forces in one ‘.year-; internationally supervised 
ceasefire; free elections; etc. Not on take-it-or-lewee-it 
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2. Good faith demonstrated at Paris 40- public meetings. 
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3. Hanoi's refusal to discuss them; demand for U.S. withdrawal 
and overthrow of GVN. --O'. 
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Two pre -inauguration initiatives. Rejected. 
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Efforts to enlist help of Soviet Union and others in getting 
meaningful negotiations started. f Nizjiiresuits to date; < u 


3. Letter to Ho in mid- July, Rejected in response received 
August 30. - Both letters: to ibe released to the press. 

C. Thus, Hanoi -- not the President or the GYN -- is the obstac le 
to peace . Hanoi will not negotiate while it thinks it can simply 
wait for each succeeding concession. 
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D - More encouraging report on another front -- Vietnamizing the 
search for peace.' > . • ™~ ' ~ 

Qua m ,\<$oc t r A ne * Three principles for U, S. policy toward As ia:; 

-- keep treaty commitments; 

•* , . 1 * 

-- Provide a shield if a nuclear power threatens the freedom 
of a nation allied with us or of, a. nation whose survival we 
consider vital to our security; 

4 ■ •* 4 

-- furnish military and economic assistance when requested 
in accordance with treaty commitments. But nation directly 
threatens d. assumes- ptfitifcary responsibility of. providing the 
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2* Appy^yal of ; Guam do c trine of Asian leade r s> 
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3> Viefea^igation Plan -- launched in March following Laird visit 

to Vietnam. 
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a ■ Increa se * i n tr ai ning and £ quipmeht for S VN f o r c e s # ? 
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b. NSw orders in-. Xuly foriG-eneral Abram.s consistent with 
objective's ofmbfegcxliey.i Primary: -mission of our troops 
now -- to enable SVN troops assume full responsibility 
for security of SVN. 

V ; ’ -' n L l } tjb.fr* * W .a i 

c. Air operations cut by 20*%. 


4. Results : Over 60,000 taien home by December 15, including 
. .•2Q%.,Qf -combat rtroops> ’ : r, v 


5* Two othgr signlfitcant developme nts: 

-- erne my infiltration . o ve r; 4a s t 3. months 20% of 
v , lafS't year; 

U. S. casualties lowest in 3 years. 
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D. Program for the future 

1. Withdraw from strength, not weakness. The stronger SVN, 
the faster, withdrawal. 

2. No timetable to be announced. Why? 

““ Would remove enemy incentive to negotiate. 

-- They would simply wait until our forces withdrawn, and 
then move in. 

3. Will also base withdrawal decisions on level of enemy activity 
and progress of SVN forces' training program. 

-- Progress on both these fronts greater than expected, ao 

timetable for withdrawal more optimistic than first estimates 
in. .June. ... 

i . 

i , * ■ 1 *' * 

4. One note of caution: if level of infiltration or our casualties 
increase while we are tyying to scale down the fighting, will be 
result of jpnemy decision. If increased enemy action jeopardizes 
our re mailing .force s ,, wilinot hesitate to take strong and effec- 
tive measures to deal with, that situation; 


Two Chois es Open to End the War 

h,- Precipitate withdrawal 

Sy Negotiated settlement or Vietnamizatiom. 

Have chosen the second. . 

• 1 ^ „ ► • 
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If chose /the first, allies would lose confidence in us, and we 
in ourselves. . — 
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Honest and patriotic Americans have reached different concl usions 
on how-to achieve peace. 


A. Some have advocated losing. They have right to do so. But 
President cannot allow policy to be made by minority who seek 
to impose their view through demonstrations, • 

B. Shar esc concern of the young for peace. Wants war to end: 

> i ■ 

-- to save U. Sj lives; 


-- in such a way as to increase chance of avoiding another 
Vietnam; 

-- so energies of the young can turn to challenges of peace 
and better life for people in U. S. and throughout the world. 


VI. Survival of peace and freedom in the last third of this century will 
be determined by, the moral staminarandcourageof the American 
people. 





Askg for support of the great silent majority of Americans. 
The more support, the faster can be redeemed the pledge 
to end the war in a way that we could v^in the peace.. For 
the enemy, is: them more likely to negotiate. : 

Does not say Vietnam is -the war to end war; but has 


initiated a. plan to end this war- in a way. that will bring, 
us closer to the ideal of a just and lasting peace. 

Has responsibility for choosing nation's path and leading. 

"I pledge to you tonight that I will meet.this responsibility 
with all; of the strength and wisdom I can command in 
accordance with your hopes, mindful of your concerns, 
sustained by your prayers. " ' 
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